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tively applying the condensation transformations to the 
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SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR 
USER-INTEREST SENSITIVE NOTE-TAKING 

This invention was made with Government support under 
MDA904-03-C-0404 awarded by ARDA. The Government 
has certain rights in this invention. 

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

“Systems and Methods for User-Interest Sensitive 
Condensation” by Ronald KAPLAN et al., filed Nov.30, 

2004, as U.S. application Ser. No. 10/999,792; is incorpo 
rated herein by reference in the entirety. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of Invention 
This invention relates to note-taking. 
2. Description of Related Art 
Knowledge workers are faced with reviewing ever increas 

ing quantities of information. Some researchers have 
attempted to address these problems by creating note-taking 
systems. These systems facilitate the review and recall of 
relevant material by facilitating the creation of notes useful in 
reminding users of relevant points. 
Some of these conventional note-taking systems facilitate 

the recall of the information in a text by extracting, either 
automatically or by user specification, a significant passage 
from a text. However, the passage may contain quantities of 
information irrelevant to the user. Thus systems and methods 
that determine a user-interest sensitive note that provides a 
Signal of the meaning of a passage, that is easy to read and that 
focuses on information of interest to the user would be useful. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The systems and methods according to this invention deter 
mine user-interest sensitive notes from a text Source. The text 
Source may include, but is not limited to a web page, an 
electronic book, a journal article, recognized speech and/or 
the like. User interest information indicating concepts of 
interest to the user and the language characteristics of the text 
are determined. A parsing grammar is selected based on the 
characteristics of the text and/or the language. A generation 
grammar and one or more optional meaning distortion con 
straints are also selected. A passage of at least one multi-word 
sentence is selected by the user. Alternate meaning structures 
of the passage are determined based on the parsing grammar. 
The alternate meaning structures include multiple enumer 

ated readings of meaning associated with a sentence, a single 
meaning representation indicative of all readings of the sen 
tence, a single representation that allows common elements 
between readings to be shared and the like. Elements within 
the alternate meaning structures that are conceptually similar 
to the concepts expressed in the user interest information are 
identified as foci of user interest. Condensation transforma 
tions that optionally incorporate meaning distortion con 
straints are selectively applied to the alternate meaning struc 
tures to create reduced meaning structures. The condensation 
transformations prioritize the retention of user interest foci 
within the alternate meaning structures, condense, delete, 
merge and otherwise transform the alternate meaning struc 
tures and optionally decrease the likelihood of distorting the 
meaning of a passage. The meaning distortion constraints 
include, but are not limited to ensuring the meaning of a 
condensed passage is plausibly inferred, entailed, and or 
implied from the source passage. The meaning distortion 
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2 
constraints may be applied during the construction of a con 
densation transformation or after a condensation transforma 
tion has been applied, either alone or in combination, to repair 
any distortions of meaning created in the reduced meaning 
Structure. 

Candidate condensates are optionally determined from the 
alternate reduced meaning structures based on a model of 
statistical disambiguation. A generation grammar is applied 
to the reduced meaning structures to determine one or more 
candidate condensed condensates. The condensates are 
optionally ranked to formalist of the N-best condensates. The 
candidate condensates represent a user-interest focused sig 
nal of the meaning associated with the selected passage. The 
generation grammar may include, but is not limited to a 
generation grammar that produces grammatical sentences 
and may be the same or different from the parsing grammar. 
A manually and/or automatically selected condensate is 

optionally associated with the passage. The user-interest 
focused condensate and optional associated passage form a 
user-interest sensitive note. The user-interest sensitive note is 
then output. Output of the user-interest sensitive note 
includes, but is not limited to, saving the user-interest sensi 
tive note to an information repository or file, displaying the 
user-interest sensitive note on a display device, sending the 
user-interface sensitive note to a computer program for pro 
cessing and the like. In viewing the user-interest sensitive 
note, all or portions of the user-sensitive note are associated 
with selectable user-interface components operable to 
expand, contract and otherwise affect the display of the con 
densate and passage portions. The condensate and passage 
portions of the user-interest sensitive note may be displayed 
using pop-ups boxes, text balloons, resized/zooming window 
elements or any known or later developed user interface ele 
ment useful in the display of a condensate and associated 
passage information. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is an overview of an exemplary user-interest sensi 
tive note taking system according to this invention; 

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of the use of an exemplary user 
interest sensitive note taking system according to one aspect 
of this invention; 

FIG. 3 is a flowchart of a first exemplary method for cre 
ating user-interest sensitive notes according to this invention; 

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of a second exemplary method for 
creating user-interest sensitive notes according to this inven 
tion; 

FIG. 5 is a first exemplary user-interest sensitive note tak 
ing system according to this invention; 

FIG. 6 is a flowchart of a third exemplary method for 
creating user-interest sensitive notes according to this inven 
tion; 

FIG. 7 is a second exemplary user-interest sensitive note 
taking system according to this invention; 

FIG. 8 is an overview of an exemplary user-sensitive note 
taking system according to this invention; 

FIG. 9 is an exemplary passage to be noted according to 
this invention; 

FIG. 10 is a first exemplary data structure for storing user 
interest information according to this invention; 

FIG. 11 is an exemplary packed structure according to this 
invention; 

FIG. 12 is an exemplary reduced packed structure accord 
ing to this invention; 

FIG. 13 is a second exemplary reduced packed structure 
according to this invention; 
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FIG. 14 is a second exemplary data structure for storing 
user interest information according to this invention; 

FIG. 15 is an exemplary data structure for meaning distor 
tion constraints according to this invention; 

FIG. 16 is a view of a user interface for an exemplary 
user-interest sensitive note-taking system according to a first 
aspect of this invention; and 

FIG. 17 is a view of a user interface for an exemplary 
user-interest sensitive note-taking system according to a sec 
ond aspect of this invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF EXEMPLARY 
EMBODIMENTS 

FIG. 1 is an overview of an exemplary user-interest sensi 
tive note taking system 100 according to this invention. An 
information repository 200 provides access to texts 1000 
1001; a communications-enabled personal computer 300; 
and a user interest information repository 600; are each con 
nectable to the user-interest sensitive note taking system 100 
over communications links 99. 

The information repository 200 may include a web server 
serving files encoded in HTML, XML, and/or WML, a digital 
library providing access to Microsoft Word(R) and/or Adobe 
PDF(R) documents, or any other known or later developed 
method of providing access to texts 1000-1001. 

In one exemplary embodiment according to this invention, 
a user of the communications-enabled personal computer 300 
highlights a passage of one or more multi-word sentences 
within the text 1000 retrieved from information repository 
200. The communications enabled personal computer 300 
initiates a request to determine a user-interest sensitive note 
for the selected passage of text. The user-interest sensitive 
note taking system 100 acts as a proxy by receiving the user 
request and the selected passage and retrieving the user inter 
est information from the user interest repository 600. The 
user-interest sensitive note taking system 100 retrieves a pars 
ing grammar to determine alternate meaning structures asso 
ciated with the passage. Meaning distortion constraints are 
optionally determined and applied to prevent and/or to repair 
meaning distortions created by the condensation transforma 
tions. The meaning distortion constraints may be applied 
during the construction of a condensation transformation and/ 
or after a condensation transformation has been applied, to 
repair meaning distortions that were created. 

Condensation transformations are applied to the alternate 
meaning structures based on the user interest information and 
the optional meaning distortion constraints. The condensa 
tion transformations delete, merge and/or adjust the elements 
of the alternate meaning structures while ensuring that con 
cepts of interest to the user are preserved in the resultant 
reduced alternate meaning structures. The elements of the 
user interest information are compared to the elements of the 
alternate meaning structures. For example, if the user interest 
information contains the term “plague', then elements in the 
alternate meaning structures conceptually related to “plague” 
are identified as foci of user interest. It will be apparent that 
elements in the alternate meaning structures can be compared 
based on conceptual similarity, synonym, hyponym, hyper 
nym, statistical, distributional and various other types of simi 
larity. 

For example, a measure of distributional-similarity over a 
large document base. Such as the web may be used as a 
measure of similarity. Two words are distribution-similar to 
the extent that they tend to co-occur in the same sentences or 
documents with Some set of other words. (E.g. cancer and 
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4 
melanoma are distribution-similar because they co-occur 
with words like “treatment”, “radiation' and the like. 

In other exemplary embodiments according to this inven 
tion, the elements in the alternate meaning structures are 
semantic facts. A semantic fact is a simple proposition that a 
particular predicate is asserted to apply to a particular set of 
arguments or entities. Thus, the phrase “John saw Bill' 
encodes the semantic fact “see (John, Bill). The phrase “Sam 
realized that John saw Bill', covers two semantic facts: 1) 
realize (Sam, P) where P is the proposition; and 2) see (John, 
Bill). 

Semantic facts in the alternate meaning structures match 
ing corresponding elements in the user interest information 
are marked. The marked elements indicate semantic facts of 
greater interest and higher priority that should be retained. 
Condensation transformations are applied to the facts of the 
alternate meaning structures based on a strategy that retains 
marked facts and optionally elides un-marked facts. 
The condensing transformations are applied to delete, 

merge, transform or otherwise condense facts in the alternate 
meaning structures to create condensed alternate meaning 
structures. The condensation transformations prioritize the 
retention of user interest foci in the condensed alternate text 
structures based on the similarity of facts in the alternate 
meaning structures and the user interest information. In vari 
ous exemplary embodiments, the condensation transforma 
tions include optional meaning distortion constraints. The 
meaning distortion constraints reduce the likelihood of gen 
erating condensed alternate meaning structures that distort 
the meaning of the passage. The user interest information 
increases the likelihood that concepts of interest to the user 
and that are expressed in the passage are also retained in the 
condensed alternate meaning structures. 

Candidate structures are determined based on a disambigu 
ation model. For example, in various exemplary embodi 
ments according to this invention, a stochastic disambigua 
tion model and/or a predictive model indicative of appropriate 
candidate structures of the selected language is determined. 
The stochastic or predictive model may be trained to assign 
higher probabilities to better examples in its training set and 
lower probabilities to less desirable or less appropriate 
examples. Thus, the probability serves as a Surrogate for the 
desirable features identified in the training set. The stochastic 
or predictive model is then applied to the condensed alternate 
meaning structures to select likely candidate structures. It 
should be noted that the resultant candidate structures do not 
necessarily correspond to English language sentences. 
A generation grammar is applied to the candidate struc 

tures to determine candidate condensates. After generation, 
the candidate condensates corresponding to sentences are 
optionally ranked. For example, the percentage sentence 
reduction length is optionally combined with the ranking of 
candidates obtained from the stochastic or predictive model. 
The user selects one of the ranked candidate condensates as a 
user-interest sensitive indication of the meaning of the pas 
sage. The user-interest sensitive note is determined by option 
ally associating the selected condensate with all or a portion 
of the selected passage. Dynamically selectable user interface 
elements are associated with expansion, compression and/or 
display of the condensate, the passage and/or other portions 
of the user-interest sensitive note. It will be apparent that in 
other exemplary embodiments according to this invention, 
the number of N-best candidates is adjustable. Thus, if N=1 is 
selected, the most desirable condensate may be selected auto 
matically without requiring the user to select among addi 
tional candidate condensates. The user may optionally edit 
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the automatically and/or manually selected condensate either 
immediately after the selection and/or at a later time. 
The FIG. 2 is a flowchart of the use of an exemplary 

user-interest sensitive note-taking system according to one 
aspect of this invention. The process begins at step S200 and 
immediately continues to step S205. In step S205, a passage 
of text to be noted is determined. The passage is selected 
using highlighting, tagging, and/or any known or later devel 
oped method of selecting a text passage. After the passage to 
be noted is determined, control continues to step S210. 

In step S210, a user interest sensitive note is determined for 
the selected passage. A meaning structure associated with the 
meaning of the passage is optionally determined. User inter 
est information is determined. User foci within the passage 
and/or optional meaning structure are determined based on 
the similarity between user interest elements and the elements 
of the passage and/or meaning structure. Condensations 
transformations are selectively applied to the passage and/or 
meaning structure to compress, elide and or otherwise con 
dense the passage to a reduced passage and/or meaning struc 
ture. The user foci within the passage and/or meaning struc 
ture are preferentially retained over other elements less 
germane to the users interest. 
A condensate is determined based on the reduced passage 

and/or meaning structure. A user-interest sensitive note is 
formed from the condensate and the optionally associated 
passage. The condensate provides a user-interest focused sig 
nal of the meaning available for further review on expansion 
of the dynamically selectable user-interest sensitive note. 
After the user-interest sensitive note has been determined, 
control continues to step S215. 

In step S215, a determination is made as to whether the 
user-interest sensitive note is acceptable. The acceptance may 
be implicit and/or explicit. In various embodiments according 
to this invention, the user-interest sensitive note is accepted 
by default. For example, unless the user indicates a specific 
rejection, the user-interest sensitive note is deemed accepted. 
In other exemplary embodiments, unless the user explicitly 
accepts the user-interest sensitive note, the note is deemed 
rejected. If the user indicates either an implicit or explicit 
rejection of the user-interest sensitive note, control continues 
to optional step S220. 

In optional step S220, a new user interest sensitive note is 
determined based on the passage portion. For example, if the 
programmatically generated condensate portion of the user 
interest sensitive note does not meet the user's needs, the 
original passage is made available to the user for insertion as 
the new condensate portion of the user-interest sensitive note. 
If the progamatically generated condensate is unacceptable, 
the full meaning of the passage is easily retained by inserting 
the passage into the user-interest sensitive note. 

It will be apparent that in still other embodiments, the 
passage may be automatically inserted if no user-interest 
sensitive note is selected as acceptable in step S215. This 
reduces the cognitive load on the user by providing an intui 
tive, fail-soft behavior which preserves meaning by default. 
After the user-interest sensitive note has been accepted, con 
trol continues to step S225. 

In step S225, a determination is made as to whether the 
user-interest sensitive note is to be edited by the user. For 
example, the user may wish to edit the user-interest sensitive 
note to refine the condensate portion, produce a manually 
modified form of the optional passage portion, highlight, 
underline and/or otherwise indicate emphasis and the like. If 
it is determined that no edits are required, control immedi 
ately jumps to step S235. 
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6 
Otherwise, edits of the user-interest sensitive note are 

required and control continues to step S230. The interest 
sensitive note is then changed based on the user edits. For 
example, the user may add and/or remove terms from the 
condensate and/or optional passage portion of the note. User 
edits or changes may increase the utility of the condensate 
portion as a signal of the user-focused meaning of the pas 
Sage. 

In various embodiments, changes to the user-interest sen 
sitive note are optionally and/or automatically used to adjust 
the user interest information. It will be apparent that user 
interest sensitive notes may be determined from any type of 
passage, including but not limited to, previously determined 
user-interest sensitive notes. If a user-interest sensitive note is 
selected as a passage, a different user-interest sensitive note 
may be determined if new user interest information has been 
added since the note was first created. After the user-interest 
sensitive note has been changed based on the user edits, 
control continues to step S235. 

In step S235, the user-interest sensitive note is output. The 
output may include Saving the user-interest sensitive note in a 
file and/or a storage device, displaying the user-interest sen 
sitive note on a video monitor and/or display device and the 
like. After the user-interest sensitive note has been output, 
control continues to step S240. 

In step S240, a determination is made as to whether a 
termination of the current note-taking session has been initi 
ated and/or requested. Termination may be initiated with a 
key sequence, by shutting down the machine, exceeding a 
timer and the like. If no end-of-session is determined, control 
continues to step S205 and steps S205-S240 are repeated. 
When it is determined in step S240 that the session has ended, 
control continues to step S245 and the process ends. 

FIG.3 is a flowchart of a first exemplary method of creating 
user-interest sensitive notes according to this invention. The 
process begins at step S10 and immediately continues to step 
S15. 

In step S15, a passage to be condensed by user-sensitive 
notes is selected. The passage to be noted is read from a file, 
an information repository Such as a web server, recognized 
using an automatic speech recognition system and/or deter 
mined using any known or later developed selection and/or 
input method. The passage may augmented by non-local 
information from phrases that are co-referent with elements 
of the passage. Methods for determining co-reference of 
phrases in a passage are described in “Special Issue on Com 
putational Anaphora Resolution'', Vol. 27, No. 4, Journal of 
Computational Linguistics, 2001. After the passage has been 
input and/or determined, control continues to step S20 where 
user interest information is determined. After the user interest 
information has been determined, control continues to step 
S25. 

In step S25, the condensation transformations are deter 
mined. The condensation transformations reduce the selected 
passage by merging, deleting and/or changing elements. In 
various exemplary embodiments, the condensation transfor 
mations are expressed as rewrite rules or functions in the 
Xerox Linguistic Environment (XLE). However, various 
other linguistic tools, functions and/or environments can also 
be used to create a condensation transformation without 
departing from the scope of this invention. After the conden 
sation transformations have been determined, control contin 
ues to step S30. 

In step S30, a reduced passage is determined based on the 
user interest information and the condensation transforma 
tions. The condensation transformations are selectively 
applied to remove modifiers and other less salient information 
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from the passage based on the identified user interest infor 
mation. After the reduced passage is determined, control con 
tinues to step S35. 

In step S35, one or more candidate condensates are deter 
mined based on the reduced passage. The candidate conden 
sates indicate a user focused representation of the meaning of 
the passage. The candidate condensates are optionally ranked 
for selection based on stochastic and/or predictive model. 
After the candidate condensates have been determined, con 
trol continues to step S40. 

In step S40, a user-interest sensitive note is determined 
based on one of the condensates and the passage. The user 
interest sensitive note optionally associates the condensate 
and the passage. The selected condensates serve as headers, 
as anchor for fluid expansions of associated portions of the 
user-interest sensitive note and the like. The condensates 
provide a user-interest focused signal of the information 
available for further review in expansions of the optionally 
associated passage and/or other portions of the user-interest 
sensitive note. 
The condensate, the passage and/or other portions of the 

user-interest sensitive note are selectively display-able based 
on user actions. For example, a click on the condensate por 
tion of the user interest sensitive note optionally displays the 
associated passage portion. After the user-interest sensitive 
note has been determined, control continues to step S45, the 
process returns to step S210 of FIG. 2. Control then immedi 
ately continues to step S215. 

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of a second exemplary method of 
creating user-interest sensitive notes according to this inven 
tion. The process begins at step S50 and immediately contin 
ues to step S55. 

In step S55, a passage to be condensed by user-sensitive 
notes is selected. The passage to be noted is read from a file, 
an information repository Such as a web server, recognized 
using an automatic speech recognition system and/or deter 
mined using any known or later developed selection and/or 
input method. After the passage has been input and/or deter 
mined, control continues to step S60 where user interest 
information is determined. 

In various exemplary embodiments according to this 
invention, the user interest information is read from a file 
based on a user identifier or interactively entered by a user. 
However, it will be apparent that various other known or later 
developed input methods can be used in the practice of this 
invention. After the user interest information has been deter 
mined, control continues to step S65. 

In step S65, the condensation transformations are deter 
mined. The condensation transformations reduce the size of 
the selected passage by merging, deleting and/or changing 
elements. In various exemplary embodiments, the condensa 
tion transformations are expressed as rewrite rules or func 
tions in the Xerox Linguistic Environment (XLE). However, 
various linguistic tools, functions and/or environments can 
also be used to create a condensation transformation without 
departing from the scope of this invention. After the conden 
sation transformations have been determined, control contin 
ues to step S70. 

In step S70, a meaning structure is determined. The mean 
ing structure is determined using a grammar that parses the 
passage into a meaning structure. The meaning structure may 
include but is not limited to, a f-structure of the Lexical 
Functional Grammar, a head-driven phrase structure gram 
mar and the like. After the meaning structure has been deter 
mined, control continues to step S75. 

In step S75, a reduced meaning structure is determined 
based on the user interest information and the condensation 
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8 
transformations. The condensation transformations are selec 
tively applied to remove modifiers and other less salient infor 
mation from the meaning structure based on the identified 
user interest information. After the reduced meaning struc 
ture is determined, control continues to step S80. 

In step S80, one or more candidate condensates are deter 
mined based on the reduced meaning structure. The candidate 
condensates indicate a user focused representation of the 
meaning of the passage. The candidate condensates are 
optionally ranked for selection based on stochastic and/or 
predictive model. After the candidate condensates have been 
determined, control continues to step S85. 

In step S85, a user-interest sensitive note is determined 
based on one of the condensates and the passage. The user 
interest sensitive note optionally associates the condensate 
and the passage. In various exemplary embodiments, the 
selected condensates may serve as headers and/or bullets in a 
user note file, as anchor points for fluid expansions of asso 
ciated portions of the user-interest sensitive note and the like. 
In one embodiment, the condensates provide a user-interest 
focused signal of the information available for further review 
in expansions of the optionally associated passage and/or 
other portions of the user-interest sensitive note. 
The condensate, the passage and/or other portions of the 

user-interest sensitive note are selectively display-able based 
on user actions. For example, a click on the condensate por 
tion of the user interest sensitive note optionally displays the 
associated passage portion. After the user-interest sensitive 
note has been determined, control continues to step S90, the 
process returns to step S210 of FIG. 2. Control then immedi 
ately continues to step S215. 

FIG. 5 is a first exemplary user-interest sensitive note tak 
ing system 100 according to this invention. The first exem 
plary user-interest sensitive note taking system 100 com 
prises a processor 15; a memory 20; a meaning determination 
circuit 25; a user interest information memory 30; a user 
interest matching circuit 35; a condensation circuit 40; and a 
note determination circuit 45; each connected to input/output 
circuit 10 and via communications link 99 to a communica 
tions-enabled personal computer 300; and an information 
repository 200. 
A user of the communications-enabled personal computer 

300 initiates a request for the dynamic determination of a 
user-interest sensitive note for a passage of text 1000. The 
input/output circuit 10 of the user-interest sensitive note tak 
ing system 100 receives the request and the selected passage, 
and retrieves the passage 1000 over communications links 99 
from the information repository 200. 
The processor 15 retrieves the user interest information 

from the user interest information memory 30. The user inter 
est information indicates the concepts of interest to the user. 
The user interest information is expressed using one or more 
terms or keywords, synonyms, hypernyms, hyponyms and/or 
any known or later developed method of describing and/or 
defining concepts of interest to the user. The processor 15 
activates the meaning determination circuit 25 to determine 
alternate meaning structures for the passage. 
The processor 15 activates the user interest matching cir 

cuit 35. The user interest matching circuit 35 determines user 
interest foci within the alternate meaning structures of the 
passage. The user interest foci are elements of the alternate 
meaning structures that are similar to elements of the user 
interest information. The user interest foci reflect the infor 
mation content of the passage of greatest interest to the user. 
The processor 15 retrieves previously stored condensation 

transformations from memory 20. Although various embodi 
ments describe retrieving the condensation transformations 
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from memory, it will be apparent that the condensation trans 
formations may be retrieved from any location accessible via 
communications link 99 without departing from the scope of 
this invention. 

The processor then activates the condensation circuit 40 to 
condense the meaning of the passage to one or more conden 
sates. The condensation circuit 40 applies the condensation 
transformations to reduce the size of the alternate meaning 
structures by merging, deleting and/or changing elements. 
The condensation transformations are expressed as rewrite 
rules or functions in the Xerox Linguistic Environment 
(XLE). However, various linguistic tools, functions and/or 
environments can also be used to create a condensation trans 
formation without departing from the scope of this invention. 
The condensation circuit 40 determines reduced meaning 
structures based on a strategy that increases the likelihood of 
retaining the interest foci in the resultant reduced meaning 
structures. Candidate condensates are then determined. The 
processor 15 optionally ranks the candidate condensates in a 
pick list or the like. 
The note determination circuit 45 is thenactivated to deter 

mine the N-best candidate condensates for output to the user 
of the communication-enabled personal computer 300. The 
candidate condensates optionally include the passage as a 
selection in the list of ranked candidate condensates. Thus, if 
it is determined that none of the condensed condensates are 
acceptable to the user, the passage is inserted into the note file 
to provide a fail-soft behavior that preserves the original 
meaning. The condensate and the associated passage form a 
user-interest sensitive note. Selectable user interface ele 
ments are associated with the user-interest sensitive note. The 
dynamic and selectable user interface elements are operable 
to expand/compress and/or otherwise transform the display 
of all or portions of the user-interest sensitive note. 

For example, in one exemplary embodiment of a user 
interest sensitive note-file, the condensate of a user-interest 
sensitive note is displayed. The condensate provides a user 
interest focused signal of the meaning of the associated pas 
sage. A user initiated action Such as selecting a linkassociated 
with the condensate operates to initiate a display action with 
the note. In various embodiments, the display action includes, 
but is not limited to, displaying the associated passage in a 
pop-up window, expanding the passage below the conden 
sate, and/or otherwise dynamically changing the user-interest 
sensitive note. It should be apparent that the user-interest 
sensitive notes including the condensates and any associated 
passages, can be output to a file, a computer clipboard, an 
application program, a display and/or any known or later 
developed output, storage and/or display device without 
departing from the scope of this invention. 

FIG. 6 is a flowchart of a third second exemplary method 
for creating user-interest sensitive notes according to this 
invention. The process begins at step S100 and immediately 
continues to step S105 where the passage to be noted is 
determined. 

In step S105, the passage of text to be noted is determined. 
The text passage is one or more multi-word sentences high 
lighted, pasted, marked and/or selected by the user. After the 
passage is selected, control continues to step S10 where the 
language characteristic associated with the passage is option 
ally determined. 

In various exemplary embodiments of this invention, the 
language characteristic associated with the passage is deter 
mined using XML and/or HTML language identification 
tags, linguistic analysis of the passage and/or any known or 
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10 
later developed method of determining language. After the 
language characteristic of the passage is determined, control 
continues to step S115. 

In step S115, the user interest information is determined. 
The user interest information includes but is not limited to one 
or more explicit and/or non-explicit conceptual expressions 
of interest to the user. For example, in one exemplary embodi 
ment, explicit user information is captured in the form of 
keywords from a dialog box or other input element. Alexicon 
such as WordNet may be used to create sets of concept terms 
Such as synonyms, hyponyms, hypernyms and instances that 
are related to explicit terms of interest. The input keyword and 
related concepts reflect the information of interest to the user. 

In other exemplary embodiments according to this inven 
tion, the user interest is determined from indirect and/or non 
explicit expressions of user interest. For example, user inter 
est is optionally determined from inferences drawn from user 
browsing patterns within libraries and/or data repositories. In 
still other embodiments, a user's curriculum Vitae, academic 
course listings, academic and or professional degree pro 
grams, professional specialty, hobbies and/or various other 
user-related information is used to determine the user interest 
information. After the user interest information is deter 
mined, control continues to step S120. 

In step S120, a parsing grammaris determined. The parsing 
grammar is determined based on the determined language 
characteristic, the genre of the selected text and/or any known 
or later developed characteristic of the passage or the text 
from which it is selected. Any one or combination of a lexical 
functional grammar, ahead-driven phrase structure grammar, 
a lexicalized tree adjoining grammar, a combinatory catego 
rial grammar or any known or later developed grammar useful 
in parsing a passage into a meaning structure may be used in 
the practice of this invention. 

In one exemplary embodiment, a first parsing grammar 
based on the “English language and “newspaper genre 
characteristics of the passage is selected. A second parsing 
grammar, based on the “English language and 'scientific 
publication' genre characteristics is selected to parse English 
language "Bio-Engineering articles. In this way, a parsing 
grammaris selected that recognizes language structures asso 
ciated with each text and/or passage. The parsing grammar 
may be a previously determined generic grammar, agrammar 
based on the text and/or specific properties of the text. After 
the parsing grammar is determined, control continues to step 
S125. 
The generation grammar is determined in step S1125. The 

generation grammar ensures the condensates conform to the 
grammar of the selected language. The generation grammar 
may be the same as the parsing grammar. For example, any 
one or combination of a lexical functional grammar, a head 
driven phrase structure grammar, a lexicalized tree adjoining 
grammar, a combinatory categorial grammar or any known or 
later developed grammar useful in generating sentences that 
express the information in a meaning representation may be 
used in the practice of this invention. 

In various embodiments according to this invention, a ver 
sion of a lexical functional grammar is used as a generation 
grammar. To the extent that the lexical function grammar 
accurately models the properties of a natural language such as 
English, the output produced will be grammatical. A version 
of the lexical function grammar is used to generate these 
grammatical condensed sentences. However, it should be 
apparent that any known or later developed grammar may be 
used for both the parsing and generation portions of this 
invention. After the generation grammar is determined, con 
trol continues to step S130. 
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In step S130, the condensations transformations are deter 
mined. The condensation transformations delete, merge and/ 
or change elements of the alternate meaning structures. The 
condensation transformations use re-write rules, and/or any 
other known or later developed method of transforming a 
meaning structure. After the condensation transformations 
have been determined, control continues to step S135. 

In step S135, the meaning distortion constraints are deter 
mined. The meaning distortion constraints are optionally 
applied to each condensation transform. The meaning distor 
tion constraints ensure that the condensation transformations 
applied to the passage do not distort the meaning of the 
passage. For example, the passage, “The CEO believes that 
4" quarter earnings will improve.” might be condensed to 
“The 4" quarter earnings will improve”. However, the value 
of the resultant condensate is limited since it distorts the 
meaning of the passage: the passage expresses only a belief, 
not a fact. By applying the optional meaning distortion con 
straints in conjunction with, and/or in the formulation of the 
condensation transformations, the condensates that distort 
the meaning of the associated passage are less likely to be 
generated and/or are discarded from consideration. After the 
optional meaning distortion constraints have been deter 
mined, control continues to step S140. 

In step S140, a packed meaning structure of alternate 
meanings is determined based on the passage and the parsing 
grammar. In one exemplary embodiment according to this 
invention, the packed f-structure meaning representation of 
the Xerox Linguistic Environment (XLE) is used as the 
packed meaning structure. The XLE f-structures are dis 
cussed further in U.S. patent application Ser. No. 10/435,036, 
by Riezler etal, filed May 12, 2003; and in "Statistical Sen 
tence Condensation using Ambiguity Packing and Stochastic 
Disambiguation Methods for Lexical Functional Grammar, 
by Riezleretal, published in the Proceedings of HLT-NAACL 
2003, Main Papers, pp. 118-125, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada 
May-June 2003, each, herein incorporated by reference in 
their entirety. However, it should be apparent that various 
other meaning representations may also be used without 
departing from the scope of this invention. 
The packed f-structure representation of the Xerox XLE 

environment efficiently encodes natural language ambiguity 
by determining a list of contexted facts for a text passage. The 
contexted facts are of the form Ci->Fi, where Ci is a context 
and Fi is a linguistic fact. The context is typically a set of 
choices drawn from an and-or forest that represents the ambi 
guity of the passage or sentence. Each fact in the packed 
f-structure representation of the Xerox XLE environment 
occurs only once in the structure even though it may be part of 
several of the alternate meanings that the packed structure 
represents. This normalization of facts facilitates finding and 
transforming elements. 

For example, natural language ambiguity may result in 
multiple possible meanings represented by a specific packed 
f-structure. In the Xerox XLE environment, the packed 
f-structure encodes the multiple meanings but does not 
require duplicating the elements common to several mean 
ings. For example, the phrase, “the duck is ready to eat” has 2 
meanings. The duck is hungry or the duck is cooked. How 
ever, the packed f-structure representation of the Xerox XLE 
allows the two meanings to share the “the duck, as a common 
Substructure. Thus, the time necessary to operate on the infor 
mation contained in a packed f-structure meaning structure is 
decreased. Disjunctive unification and packed f-structures are 
discussed further in U.S. Pat. No. 5,438.511, herein incorpo 
rated by reference in its entirety. After the packed meaning 
structure is determined, control continues to step S145. 
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12 
In step S145, the user foci in the packed structure are 

determined based on the user interest information. The user 
foci are elements in the packed meaning structure that match 
or are similar to corresponding elements in the user interest 
information. Thus, in one exemplary embodiment, elements 
in the user interest information are matched against corre 
sponding elements of the packed meaning structure to deter 
mine user foci. The matching elements in the packed meaning 
structure are then marked as user foci of interest. The match 
ing occurs based on literal, conceptual, and/or statistical simi 
larity between the concepts expressed in the user interest 
information and the concepts expressed in the packed mean 
ing structure. After the user foci of interest have been deter 
mined, control continues to step S150. 

In step S150, a reduced meaning structure of the packed 
meaning structure is determined based on the user foci of 
interest, meaning distortion constraints and the transforma 
tions. The condensation transformations applied to the ele 
ments of the packed meaning structure may include, but are 
not limited to deleting less salient elements, Substituting 
shorter or more compact elements and/or changing elements. 
The condensation transformations are constrained to preserve 
or prioritize the user foci of interest and avoid distorting the 
meaning of the passage. For example, in various exemplary 
embodiments according to this invention, facts encoded in the 
packed f-structure meaning representation of the Xerox XLE 
are transformed based on the condensation transformations. 
The condensation transformations encode actions or proce 
dures that reduce the occurrence of less salient and/or less 
relevant information in the exemplary packed structural rep 
resentation by adding, deleting or changing facts. The result 
ant reduced structure associated with the transformed facts 
represents an efficient encoding of each possible condensed 
meaning structure. After the reduced structure is determined, 
control continues to step S155. 

In step S155, the most likely candidate structures are deter 
mined from the reduced structure based on a stochastic dis 
ambiguation model. The candidate structures are determined 
using stochastic, lexical semantic and/or any known or later 
developed disambiguation method. For example, in one of the 
exemplary embodiments according to this invention, a statis 
tical analysis of exemplary reduced structures is used to deter 
mine a maximum likelihood disambiguation model. 
A predictive disambiguation model is then used to deter 

mine the most likely reduced meaning structures from the 
reduced meaning structure based on property functions such 
as: attributes; attribute combinations; attribute value-pairs; 
co-occurrences of Verb-stems; Sub-categorization frames; 
rule trace information and/or any known or later developed 
features of the meaning structures. For example, in various 
exemplary embodiments according to this invention, a set of 
possible candidate structures S(y) for each sentence y in 
training data (sy)" is determined. The predictive dis 
ambiguation model is trained based on the conditional like 
lihood L(W) of a reduced meaning structure for each given 
sentence based on the formula: 

Af (1) II afts,) L(a) = log-ro, 
) 

where fare property functions and y and S are original sen 
tence to gold-standard reduced meaning structure pairs. Can 
didate structures are then determined based on the predictive 
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disambiguation model and the reduced meaning structure. 
The candidate structures area subset of the full set of reduced 
meaning structures based on a threshold on their probabilities 
as determined by the stochastic disambiguation model. After 
the most likely candidate structures are determined, control 
continues to step S160. 
The condensates are determined in step S160. For example, 

in one embodiment, a generation grammaris used in conjunc 
tion with the most likely candidate structures to determine 
one or more well formed sentences usable as condensates 
representative of the meaning of the passage. In various 
exemplary embodiments, a pick list of the N-best structures is 
output to allow the user to quickly select an alternate conden 
sation as a user-interest focused signal of the meaning of the 
passage. It will be apparent however that any method of 
presenting likely candidate condensates can be used in the 
practice of this invention. After the candidate condensates 
have been determined, control continues to step S165. The 
user-interest sensitive note is determined based on the con 
densate and the optionally associated passage. Control then 
continues to step S170 and the process ends. 

FIG. 7 is a second exemplary user-interest sensitive note 
taking system 101 according to this invention. The user 
interest sensitive note taking system 101 comprises a proces 
Sor 15; a memory 20; a language circuit 45; a parsing gram 
mar circuit 50: a generation grammar circuit 55; a packed 
structure circuit 60; a reduced structure circuit 65; a candidate 
meaning structure circuit 70; a condensate circuit 75; a user 
foci determination circuit 80 and a note determination circuit 
85; each connected to an input/output circuit 10 and via 
communications link 99 to a communications enabled per 
sonal computer 300; an information repository 200 serving 
texts 1000-1001; and an optional user interest information 
repository 600. 
A user of the communications-enabled personal computer 

300 initiates a request for a user-interest sensitive note repre 
senting a passage of text 1000. The input/output circuit 10 of 
the user-interest sensitive note taking system 101 receives the 
request and the passage from text 1000 over communications 
links 99 from the information repository 200. 
The processor 15 activates the input/output circuit 10 to 

retrieve the user interest information from the memory 20 
and/or user interest information repository 600. The user 
interest information indicates concepts of interest to the user. 
The user interest information may be expressed using one or 
more terms, synonyms, hypernyms, hyponyms and/or any 
known or later developed method of describing and/or defin 
ing the information of interest to the user. 
The processor 15 activates the language circuit 45 to deter 

mine the language of the passage. The language circuit 45 
uses XML tags, characteristics of the passage and/or any 
known or later developed means for determining the language 
of the passage. 
The processor 15 activates the packed structure circuit 60 

to determine one or more packed meaning structures for the 
passage. The parsing grammar circuit 50 is activated to deter 
mine the parsing grammar based on the style or genre and/or 
the language of the passage. The processor 15uses the parsing 
grammar to encode the passage into a packed meaning struc 
ture. The packed structure may include, but is not limited to 
the packed f-structure of the Xerox Linguistic Environment 
(XLE), the feature structures of head-driven phrase structure 
grammars, the trees of tree-adjoining grammars or any known 
or later developed text structure capable of encoding the 
meaning of the passage. 
The user foci determination circuit 80 is activated to deter 

mine the user interest foci within the packed structure. For 
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example, in one exemplary embodiment, literal matches 
between elements in the user interest information and the 
elements of the packed structure are determined. In still other 
exemplary embodiments, matches between elements of the 
user interest information and the elements of the packed 
structure are based on conceptual and/or other types of simi 
larity. 
The processor 15 activates the reduced structure circuit 65 

to remove less salient information from the packed structure. 
In various embodiments, the determined user interest foci 
indicate meaning structure elements of subjective importance 
to the user. The condensation transformations and one or 
more meaning distortion constraints previously stored in 
memory 20 are applied to the packed structure to determine a 
reduced packed structure. The condensation transformations 
and the one or more meaning distortion constraints are 
applied to the packed structure to retain as many of the user 
interest foci as possible while ensuring the resultant reduced 
packed structure does not distort the meaning of the passage. 

Candidate structures are extracted from the reduced 
packed structure by the candidate meaning structure circuit 
70. The stochastic disambiguation model is retrieved from 
memory 20 and used to select the likely candidate structures. 
The generation grammar circuit 55 determines a generation 
grammar. The condensate circuit 75 is activated to determine 
the candidate condensates based on the candidate meaning 
structures and the generation grammar. 
The note determining circuit 85 is activated to determine 

the user-interest sensitive note based on the candidate con 
densates and the passage. In various exemplary embodi 
ments, the passage is presented to the user as a possible 
candidate condensate available for selection. This ensures a 
fail-soft operation, providing easy access to the original pas 
sage if the user decides that the condensates are unsatisfac 
tory. 
The condensate is then optionally associated with the pas 

sage. The condensation portion and the optionally associated 
passage portion of the user-interest sensitive note are then 
selectively displayed to the user. For example, in various 
embodiments, the condensate portion acts as a selectable link. 
When the link is selected the display of the associated passage 
portion of the user-interest sensitive note is expanded, com 
pressed and/or otherwise transformed. This preserves the 
focus and context of the information allowing the user to 
more easily use the note to refresh their memory, obtain 
details from the passage that were omitted from the conden 
sate. Substantiate arguments predicated on the meaning and 
the like. The generated note, including the condensate por 
tions and associated passage portions are output and/or 
inserted into the note file. The processor 15 repeats the pro 
cess as passages in text 1000 are selected by the user. 

FIG. 8 is an overview of an exemplary user-interest sensi 
tive note taking system 100 according to this invention. A 
passage of text of at least one multi-word sentence is selected 
from text 1000. The packed meaning structures associated 
with the passage are determined by the Xerox Linguistic 
Environment (XLE) 900 using a Lexical Functional Gram 
mar (LFG). User interest information 700 and optional mean 
ing distortion constraints 850 are selectively applied in con 

60 junction with the condensation transfer functions 800 to 

65 

determine reduced packed structures. A statistical disambigu 
ation model 1300 is used to select candidate packed structures 
in statistical selection 1200. A generation grammar Such as a 
Lexical Functional Generation Grammar 2300 is used to cre 
ate one or more optionally grammatical condensates. The 
user selects one of the grammatical condensates as represen 
tative of the meaning of the passage. In various embodiments, 



US 7,827,029 B2 
15 

the condensates are optionally associated with the passage to 
form a user-interest sensitive note. The user-interest sensitive 
note is stored in a note file. A user retrieves the note and 
selectively displays all, or portions of the user-interest sensi 
tive note by selecting user-interface elements dynamically 
associated with it based on the user interest information. The 
resultant user-interest sensitive note is capable of displaying 
the condensate as well as the optional associated passage. 

FIG. 9 is an exemplary passage to be condensed according 
to this invention. The exemplary passage contains a sentence 
with several modifiers. For example, one portion of the sen 
tence gives a detailed description of how a dish of plague was 
transported through the gates of the fortress. The description 
of the manner in which the dish was transported through the 
gates does not coincide with information in which the user has 
expressed an interest. Thus one appropriate condensate for 
this passage is “Igor Domarsky carried a dish with a culture of 
plague through the gates. Although the condensate portion of 
the user-interest sensitive note lacks the manner description, 
the note is suitable for the user's task. 

FIG. 10 is a first exemplary data structure for storing user 
interest information according to this invention. Each row in 
the data structure for storing user interest information con 
tains a user interest element. The elements are optionally 
expanded and/or reduced using logic operators such as and/or 
operators, expansion operators, negation and/or any known or 
later developed method of describing a concept. The expan 
sion of the element may be accomplished by consulting a 
thesaurus and/or ontologies such as WordNet and the like. 

The first row contains the entry “Igor 
Domaradsky'Igor. This entry describes how “Igor Domar 
adsky' is represented as either the full name “Igor Domarad 
sky” or by the first name “Igor'. 
The second row contains the entry+{disease2}. This indi 

cates that the concept described by the second element of the 
user interest information is associated with the term "dis 
ease'. The “*” symbol indicates that the concept is described 
by WordNet synonyms, hyponyms and hypernyms within 2 
links of “disease' in the WordNet lexicon. Thus, hyponyms 
such as viral and bacterial infections are included within one 
link. Specific diseases such as Ebola, plague, pneumonia and 
various others are captured within a second link. The "+” 
character preceding the term indicates the concept is to be 
added to the concepts of interest to the user. Similarly, the “- 
character may be used to indicate concepts of disinterest to 
the user. 

The third row contains the entry +{“bio-terrorism'. 
This indicates that the concept described by the third element 
is associated with the term “bio-terrorism' and the set of 
synonyms, hyponyms and hypernyms within a default value 
of 1 link of “bio-terrorism in the WordNet lexicon. 

FIG. 11 is an exemplary packed structure 1700 according 
to this invention. The exemplary packed structure 1700 
reflects an encoding of the sentence of FIG. 9 into a packed 
f-structure of the Xerox Linguistic Environment. Two pos 
sible readings of the sentence are indicated by choices C1 
1710 and C2 1720. The first choice illustrates the reading of 
the sentence in which “with further qualifies the dish that 
Igor carried. In contrast, choice C2 1720 illustrates a reading 
of the sentence in which, Igor carrying the dish, is accompa 
nied by the “culture of genetically altered plague'. 
The “Igor Domaradsky' and “plague' elements of the user 

interest information are highlighted within the exemplary 
packed structure 1700. The underlined elements represent the 
information of greatest interest to the user as indicated by the 
elements of the user interest information. The elements of the 
packed structure that are underlined are preferentially 
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retained and/or associated with a higher likelihood of being 
retained. Elements that are not underlined can be suppressed 
and/or elided without unduly affecting the suitability of the 
passage for the user. 

FIG. 12 is an exemplary reduced packed structure accord 
ing to this invention. The reduced structure of FIG. 12 is the 
result of applying condensation transformations to the full 
structure of FIG. 11. For clarity of discussion, only the 
reduced structure for the second choice C2 is illustrated in 
FIG. 12. The exemplary packed structure is encoded as a 
Xerox Linguistic Environment packed f-structure. The user 
interest information associated with the elements “Igor and 
“plague' are underlined. The underline is associated with 
literal matches between elements in the packed structure and 
elements in the associated user interest information. The 
matched elements of the packed structure are user foci. How 
ever, it will be apparent that various matching strategies can 
be used to expand the scope of matching between elements of 
the user interest information and the elements of the packed 
Structure. 

Condensation transformations are applied to a packed 
structure. The resultant reduced packed structure conveys the 
meaning of the passage in a compact format targeted towards 
the user's specific interest and which is a good indication of 
the meaning of passage. For example, if the user had indicated 
an interest in “ancient” and “fortress', then the applied trans 
formations would increase the likelihood that the terms 
“ancient' and “fortress' appear in the resultant packed struc 
ture. The optional meaning distortion constraints decrease the 
likelihood of a reduced packed structure that distorts the 
meaning of the passage. Thus, in various embodiments, con 
densates generated from the reduced packed structures and 
which are plausibly inferred, entailed and/or implied from the 
passage do not distort the meaning of the passage. 
The elements D1 1810 and D2 1820 indicate two choices 

for the phrase. Choice D1 1810 includes both the dish and the 
culture. However, by the application of the various exemplary 
condensation transformations, the phrase “containers of X is 
recognized and reduced to “X”. This illustrates the effect of 
an exemplary condensation transformation that optionally 
deletes the term “containers', motivated by the fact that the 
containers are possibly of less significance then the Substance 
they contain. 

FIG. 13 is a second exemplary reduced packed structure 
according to this invention. FIG. 13 is a more compact version 
of FIG. 12 in which the white space indicating the elided 
elements has been removed. In the reduced packed structure 
elements conceptually similar to user interest information 
elements are preserved and/or prioritized. The user interest 
information contained in the packed structure is retained 
while less salient information is removed. 

For example, the information describing how the dish was 
taken through the gates, is removed. The elided information is 
less relevant to the user's explicitly stated interest in “Igor 
Domaradsky and the “plague’. The condensed output 
retains the interesting aspects of the passage's meaning. For 
example, the candidate condensate, “Igor Domaradsky car 
ried a dish with a culture of plague through the gate' can be 
generated from the reduced packed structure. The 28 words of 
the passage have been reduced to the 13 user-interest focused 
words of the condensate. 
The identification of user foci in the packed structure can 

be based on literal equivalence between elements in the user 
interest information and the elements of the packed structure. 
However, in various other exemplary embodiments, the user 
foci within the packed structure are related by concept match 
ing. For example, the “*” symbol following the element “con 
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tainer indicates a set of synonyms, hypernyms and hyp 
onyms within 2 links of the word “container” in the WordNet 
lexicon. In still other exemplary embodiments, other lexicons 
such as the Suggested Upper Merged Ontology (SUMO). Cyc 
and the like are used, alone or in combination, to determine 
concepts expressed by the user interest information. In still 
other embodiments, the statistical similarity of elements can 
be used to determine the degree of match. 

FIG. 14 is a second exemplary data structure for storing 
user interest information according to this invention. The first 
row contains the entry fortress*3}. This entry indicates how 
the concept of a “fortress” is represented by the specific term 
“fortress'. The concept description also includes synonyms, 
hypernyms, and hyponyms that are within 3 links of the term 
“fortress” in the WordNet lexicon. It should be apparent that 
the practice of this invention is not limited to the use of the 
WordNet lexicon. Any known or later developed lexicon, 
ontology and/or system capable of representing concepts can 
be used, either alone or in combination, to represent the user 
interest information without departing from the scope of this 
invention. 

The second row contains the entry archaeology*}. This 
indicates that the user is interested in the term “archaeology’ 
and all synonyms, hypernyms and hyponyms within a default 
“1” link of the term in the WordNet lexicon. 

The third row contains the entry bronze age. This entry 
indicates that the user is interested in the concept of the 
“bronze age'. The concept is defined by the term “bronze 
age' and all synonyms, hypernyms and hyponyms within a 
default value of 1 link of the term in the WordNet lexicon. 
The fourth contains the entry 

“c:\home\user a\file history'. This indicates that the con 
cepts defining the user's interest in history should be read 
from the file accessible at “c:\home\user a\file history”. 
The fifth OW contains the entry 

“c:\home\user a\file project1. This indicates the filename 
from which concept terms describing the user interest infor 
mation associated with project 1 should be read. Project 1 
refers to a collaborative project. The concept terms specified 
in the file include terms that are incrementally learned and/or 
otherwise adjusted by the project team members. The encap 
Sulation of the concept terms within a single file allows team 
members to quickly share group knowledge with other per 
SOS, 

The sixth row contains the entry - “container'2''}. The 
'-' sign indicates a term in which the user has expressed 
disinterest. The term and related concepts are therefore 
excluded from the concepts of interest to the user. This indi 
cates that synonyms, hypernyms and hyponyms within 2 
links of “container are excluded or down-weighted from the 
concepts of interest to the user. For example, the choice D1 of 
FIG. 12 would be suppressed and only the reduced meaning 
indicated by choice D2 would be created. 

In one of the various exemplary embodiments, the values 
of each row in the data structure for storing user interest 
information are joined together by an implicit logical OR 
operation. In an exemplary embodiment in which the note is 
displayed to the user, different sets of user interest informa 
tion are associated with different tags, display characteristics 
and the like. For example, user foci associated with the ele 
ments contained in the file "file project 1' are displayed using 
a “project 1' tag, ared color display characteristic and the like. 
In contrast, the user foci associated with the elements con 
tained in the “file history' user information are associated 
with a “history’ tag, a yellow display characteristic and the 
like. 
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The user foci that are similar to the user interest elements 

are displayed in a bold font characteristic. The less similar 
elements are displayed in italics and/or any known or later 
identified human sensible display characteristic. This allows 
the user to quickly understand how closely the condensed text 
is related to a concept of interest. The display characteristics 
include, but are not limited to, color, font, italics, bolding, 
Sound, touch and/or any known or later developed human 
sensible characteristic. 

FIG. 15 is an exemplary data structure for storing meaning 
distortion constraints 2100 according to this invention. The 
data structure for storing meaning distortion constraints is 
comprised of a pattern portion 2110 and an action portion 
2120. The pattern portion 2110 contains constraints that are 
matched before the associated action rule is activated. 

The first row of the exemplary data structure for storing 
meaning distortion constraints 2100 contains the value 
“-DOWNWARD MONOTONIC (P) in the pattern portion 
2110. The preceding '-' character indicates negation. Thus, 
this pattern constraint is matched if the predicate “P” is not 
downward monotonic. In various exemplary embodiments, 
the downward monotonicity characteristic of a text predicate 
is determined based on functions within the Xerox Linguistic 
Environment (XLE), a lookup operation on an ontology and/ 
or lexicon, and/or by using any now or later developed 
method of determining downward monotonicity. 
The action portion 2120 of the exemplary data structure for 

meaning distortion constraints 2100 contains the rewrite rule 
“CONDENSE MODIFIERS (P). The rewrite rule is acti 
vated if the constraints in the pattern portion 2110 are satis 
fied. The rewrite rule contained in the action portion 2120 
condenses modifiers if the predicate is not downward mono 
tonic. That is, the modifiers in the passage are condensed only 
if the meaning of the passage would not be modified by the 
condensation. 

For example, an exemplary lexicon may encode informa 
tion that the word “prevent' is downward monotonic and the 
word “cause' is not. Thus, the presence of the word “prevent 
in the phrase “the president prevented a long strike' indicates 
the phrase is downward monotonic. Thus, the phrase cannot 
satisfy the pattern portion 2110 of the meaning distortion 
constraint. The associated rewrite rule in the action portion 
2120 is not activated to condense the modifiers in the sen 
tence. Thus, meaning distorting condensates such as “the 
president prevented a strike' are less likely to be generated. 
On the other hand, the likelihood of condensing “the presi 
dent caused a long strike' to “the president caused a strike' 
will not be decreased. 

The second row contains the value "PASSIVE(P), SUBJ 
(PS), BY-OBJ(PO) in the pattern portion 2110. This indi 
cates that the associated action rule of the action portion 2120 
is activated if some predicate P is passive, has a subject S and 
a BY preposition phrase with object O. 
The action portion 2120 contains the value “SUBJ (PO), 

OBJ(PS)’. This indicates that if the constraints of the asso 
ciated pattern portion 2110 are satisfied, the passive mark is 
removed making the sentence active, the BY(O) object is 
made the Subject and the original Subject S is made the object. 
Thus, for example, the phrase “John was seen by Bill' is 
condensed to "Bill saw John'. This condensation transforma 
tion changes the phrase “was seen to the phrase “saw” and 
Switches the Subject and object in the sentence to avoid mean 
ing distortion of the passage. 

FIG.16 is a view of a user-interface 2800 for an exemplary 
user-interest sensitive note-taking system according to a first 
aspect of this invention. The exemplary user-interface 2800 is 
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comprised of a text portion 2500; a note file portion and a user 
interest information portion 2700. 
The text portion 2500 contains first, second, third, fourth 

and fifth passages 2510-2550. The passages may be newswire 
services, web pages retrieved from a web server and/or any 
other source information to be condensed. The text source 
2550 has been selected as a passage to be condensed. 
The user-interest sensitive note file portion 2600 contains 

three user-interest sensitive notes 2610, 2620, 2630. Notes 
2610 and 2620 correspond to previously selected and noted 
passages 2510 and 2540. Note 2630 corresponds to the high 
lighted passage 2550. The user-interest sensitive notes 2610 
2630 are comprised of condensate portions 2611, 2621 and 
2631 and associated optional passage portions (not shown). 
The condensate portions 2611, 2621 and 2631 are optionally 
associated with selectable user interface elements and/or 
links. The user interface elements and/or links are operable to 
conceal or reveal the associated optional passage portions 
(not shown) and/or various other portions of the user-interest 
sensitive note. 
The user-interest information is reflected in the user-inter 

est information portion 2700. The user-interest information 
portion 2700 includes concepts 2711-2713 of interest to, 
and/or disinterest to, the user. Interesting concepts are pre 
ceded by the “+ character. Disinteresting terms are preceded 
by the “-' character. The terms are enclosed with braces. 
Multiple terms within a set of braces are joined together with 
an implied “AND” operator while the “I” character represents 
an “OR” operation between terms. 
The second and third passages 2520-2530 have not been 

selected for condensation and are therefore not associated 
with a corresponding user-interest sensitive note. However, 
the first, fourth and fifth passages 2510, 2540 and 2550 are 
Summarized by the first, second and third user-interest sensi 
tive notes 2610-2630 respectively. 
An optional indicator character 'A' signals that the pas 

sage information is displayed. For example, by selecting and/ 
or moving the mouse over the condensate, the optionally 
associated passage is expanded. The optional indicator char 
acter “*” indicates the start of the display of the optionally 
associated passage portion. The optional character">'' indi 
cates that additional information is available by selecting the 
link. It will be apparent that various indicators may be used to 
indicate additional information without departing from the 
Scope of this invention. 

FIG. 17 is a view of a user-interface 2800 for an exemplary 
user-interest sensitive note-taking system according to a sec 
ond aspect of this invention. The exemplary user-interface 
2800 is comprised of a text portion 2500; a note file portion 
and a user interest information portion 2700. 
The user-interest sensitive note file portion 2600 contains 

three user-interest sensitive notes 2610, 2620, 2630. Notes 
2610 and 2620 correspond to previously selected and noted 
passages 2510 and 2540. Note 2630 corresponds to the high 
lighted passage 2550. The user-interest sensitive notes 2610 
2630 are comprised of condensate portions 2611, 2621 and 
2631 and associated optional passage portions 2622 and 
2632. The condensate portions 2611, 2621 and 2631 are 
optionally associated with selectable user interface elements 
and/or links. The user interface elements and/or links are 
operable to conceal or reveal the associated optional passage 
portions 2622-2632 and/or various other portions of the user 
interest sensitive note. 
The user-interest information is reflected in the user-inter 

est information portion 2700. The user-interest information 
portion 2700 includes concepts 2711-2714 of interest to, 
and/or disinterest to, the user. Interesting concepts are pre 
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ceded by the “+ character. Disinteresting terms are preceded 
by the “-' character. The terms are enclosed with braces. 
Multiple terms within a set of braces are joined together with 
an implied “AND” operator while the “I” character represents 
an “OR” operation between terms. 
The second and third passages 2520-2530 have not been 

selected for condensation and are therefore not associated 
with a corresponding user-interest sensitive note. However, 
the first, fourth and fifth passages 2510, 2540 and 2550 are 
Summarized by the first, second and third user-interest sensi 
tive notes 2610-2630 respectively. 

In the various embodiments of the user-interest sensitive 
note taking systems 100-101, each of the circuits 10-85 out 
lined above can be implemented as portions of a Suitably 
programmed general-purpose computer. Alternatively, 10-85 
of the user-interest sensitive note taking systems 100-101 
outlined above can be implemented as physically distinct 
hardware circuits within an ASIC, or using a FPGA, a PDL, a 
PLA or a PAL, or using discrete logic elements or discrete 
circuit elements. The particular form each of the circuits 
10-85 of the user-interest sensitive note taking systems 100 
101 outlined above will take is a design choice and will be 
obvious and predictable to those skilled in the art. 

Moreover, the user-interest sensitive note taking systems 
100-101 and/or each of the various circuits discussed above 
can each be implemented as Software routines, managers or 
objects executing on a programmed general purpose com 
puter, a special purpose computer, a microprocessor or the 
like. In this case, the user-interest sensitive note taking sys 
tems 100-101 and/or each of the various circuits discussed 
above can each be implemented as one or more routines 
embedded in the communications network, as a resource 
residing on a server, or the like. The user-interest sensitive 
note taking systems 100-101 and the various circuits dis 
cussed above can also be implemented by physically incor 
porating the user-interest sensitive note taking systems 100 
101 into software and/or hardware system, such as the 
hardware and software systems of a web server or a client 
device. 

As shown in FIGS. 4 & 6, memory 20 and 30 can be 
implemented using any appropriate combination of alterable, 
volatile or non-volatile memory or non-alterable, or fixed 
memory. The alterable memory, whether volatile or non 
Volatile, can be implemented using any one or more of static 
or dynamic RAM, a floppy disk and disk drive, a write-able or 
rewrite-able optical disk and disk drive, a hard drive, flash 
memory or the like. Similarly, the non-alterable or fixed 
memory can be implemented using any one or more of ROM, 
PROM, EPROM, EEPROM, an optical ROM disk, such as a 
CD-ROM or DVD-ROM disk, and disk drive or the like. 
The communication links 99 shown in FIGS. 1, 4 and 6 can 

each be any known or later developed device or system for 
connecting a communication device to the user-interest sen 
sitive note taking systems 100-101, including a direct cable 
connection, a connection over a wide area network or a local 
area network, a connection overan intranet, a connection over 
the Internet, or a connection over any other distributed pro 
cessing network or system. In general, the communication 
links 99 can be any known or later developed connection 
system or structure usable to connect devices and facilitate 
communication. 

Further, it should be appreciated that the communication 
links 99 can be a wired or wireless links to a network. The 
network can be a local area network, a wide area network, an 
intranet, the Internet, or any other distributed processing and 
storage network. 
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While this invention has been described in conjunction 
with the exemplary embodiments outlined above, it is evident 
that many alternatives, modifications and variations will be 
apparent to those skilled in the art. Accordingly, the exem 
plary embodiments of the invention, as set forth above, are 
intended to be illustrative, not limiting. Various changes may 
be made without departing from the spirit and scope of the 
invention. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A method comprising the steps of 
determining a user selected passage by highlighting, mark 

ing, or cut and pasting a block of text using a computer 
operable input device; 

determining user interest information; 
determining a parsing grammar and a generation grammar; 
determining a meaning structure based on the selected 

passage. 
transforming the user selected passage and the user interest 

information into condensation transformations com 
prised of rewrite rules which delete, merge and change 
elements of the meaning structure; 

determining meaning distortion constraints beyond which 
the meaning structure is identified as being distorted 
after the condensation transformations are applied; 

determining a packed meaning structure based on the 
Selected passage and the determined parsing grammar, 

determining a reduced meaning structure based on the 
condensation transformations, the packed meaning 
structure, the user information, and the meaning distor 
tion constraints; 

determining at least one candidate condensation structure 
based on the reduced meaning structure and a predictive 
model or a statistical disambiguation model; and 

determining a user-interest note based on the candidate 
condensation structures and the determined generation 
grammar. 

2. The method of claim 1, in which determining the note 
further comprises the step of prioritizing the retention of the 
elements of the passage that match elements of the user inter 
est information. 

3. The method of claim 2, in which the matches are deter 
mined based on at least one of: literal, distributional, statisti 
cal, and co-occurrence similarity. 

4. The method of claim 3, in which the conceptual similar 
ity is based on at least one of a lexicon; an ontology; statistics 
and a machine-readable information Source. 

5. The method of claim 1, in which the meaning structure is 
determined based on a parsing grammar. 

6. The method of claim 5, in which the parsing grammar is 
determined based on at least one of: a characteristic of the 
passage and user preference. 

7. The method of claim 6, in which the characteristic of the 
passage is at least one of a language and a genre character 
istic. 

8. The method of claim 1, in which the note is comprised of 
grammatical sentences. 

9. The method of claim 1, in which the passage is at least 
One Sentence. 

10. The method of claim 9, in which the at least one sen 
tence is comprised of at least two words. 

11. The method of claim 1, in which the packed meaning 
structure is at least one of a logical formula in the predicate 
calculus, a collection of semantic facts, a head-driven phrase 
structure and an f-structure. 

12. The method of claim 1, in which the passage is con 
Verted into meaning structures using a parsing grammar. 
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13. The method of claim 1, in which the condensation rules 

are re-write rules. 
14. The method of claim 1, in which the condensation 

transformations are applied to the meaning structures based 
on meaning distortion constraints. 

15. The method of claim 14, in which the meaning distor 
tion constraints are useable to adjust the condensation of 
meaning structures characterized as downward monotonic. 

16. The method of claim 15, in which the meaning distor 
tion constraint adjustment is at least one of preventing con 
densation and repairing meaning in the meaning structure. 

17. The method of claim 1, in which the determined note is 
comprised of a portion that signals the meaning of the pas 
Sage. 

18. The user-interest sensitive note-viewing system as 
determined by the method of claim 1 comprising: 

a computer operable memory; 
an input/output circuit that receives user input and retrieves 

stored user-interest sensitive notes from memory; and 
a processor that displays the user-interest sensitive note, 

wherein the user-interest sensitive note can edited by at 
least one user. 

19. The system of claim 18, in which the input/output 
circuit interprets user-interest information and the processor 
dynamically updates the condensate portion of the user-inter 
est sensitive note based on the retrieved user-interest infor 
mation. 

20. The system of claim 19, in which the user interest 
sensitive note is comprised of a condensate portion. 

21. The user interest sensitive note as determined by the 
method of claim 1, in which the user-interest sensitive note is 
comprised of at least one condensate and in which a user 
selected link provides access to the passage. 

22. A system for generating a user-interest note compris 
ing: 

a processor that selects a text passage by highlighting the 
text or by inputting the text; user interest information 
received from at least one of entered keywords, moni 
tored internet browsing patterns, and user academic or 
professional information; at least one condensation 
transformation expressed as rewrite rules and functions 
which reduces the selected passage by merging, deleting 
and changing the elements of the selected passage to 
remove modifiers and less salient information; a mean 
ing structure determined by using a parsing grammar, a 
reduced meaning structure derived from the selected 
passage and based on input user information; meaning 
distortion constraints beyond which the meaning struc 
ture is identified as being distorted after the at least one 
condensation transformation is applied; and a plurality 
of candidate condensate based on the reduced meaning 
structure which are optimally ranked based on a predic 
tive model or a statistical disambiguation model; 

wherein the processor further selects a user-interest note 
from the candidate condensates based on the input user 
interests. 

23. The system of claim 22, in which elements of the 
passage that match elements of the user interest information 
are preferentially retained. 

24. The system of claim 23, in which the matches are 
determined based on at least one of literal, conceptual, dis 
tributional, statistical, and co-occurrence similarity. 

25. The system of claim 24, in which the conceptual simi 
larity is based on a lexicon; an ontology; statistics and a 
machine-readable information source. 

26. The system of claim 22, in which the processor deter 
mines a meaning structure for the passage; and further deter 
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mines the condensate based on elements of the meaning 
structure that match elements of the user interest information. 

27. The system of claim 26, in which the meaning structure 
is determined based on a parsing grammar. 

28. The system of claim 27, in which the parsing grammar 5 
is determined based on at least one of a characteristic of the 
passage and user preference. 

29. The system of claim 28, in which the characteristic of 
the passage is at least one of a language and a genre charac 
teristic. 10 

30. The system of claim 26, in which the meaning structure 
is a packed meaning structure. 

31. The system of claim 30, in which the packed meaning 
structure is at least one of a logical formula in the predicate 
calculus, a collection of semantic facts, a head-driven phrase 15 
structure and an f-structure. 

32. The system of claim 22, in which the condensate is 
comprised of grammatical sentences. 

33. The system of claim 22, in which the passage is at least 
One Sentence. 2O 

34. The system of claim 33, in which the at least one 
sentence is comprised of at least two words. 

35. The system of claim 22, in which the passage is con 
Verted into at least one meaning structure using a parsing 
grammar. 25 

36. The system of claim 22, in which the condensation 
rules are re-write rules. 

37. The system of claim 22, in which the passage is con 
Verted into a packed meaning structure and the condensation 
transformations are applied to the packed structure based on 
meaning distortion constraints. 

38. The system of claim 37, in which the meaning distor 
tion constraints adjust the condensation of the meaning struc 
tures characterized as downward monotonic. 

39. The system of claim 38, in which the meaning distor 
tion constraint adjustment is at least one of preventing con 
densation and adjusting the meaning in the meaning structure. 

40. A method of creating a user-interest note comprising 
the steps of: 

determining a passage by highlighting text or by entering 
text; 

determining user interest information by at least one of 
entered keywords, monitored Internet browsing pat 
terns, and user academic or professional information; 

determining condensation transformations expressed as 
rewrite rules and functions; 

determining at least one reduced passage based on user 
interest information; 

determining meaning distortion constraints beyond which so 
the at least one reduced passage is identified as being 
distorted after the condensation transformations are 
applied; 

determining at least one text condensate based on compari 
son between the reduced passage, the user interest infor- ss 
mation, and the condensation transformations; and 

Selecting one user-interest note from the at least one 
reduced passage. 

41. A method of using a computer to generate a user 
interest note, the method comprising: 60 

Selecting a text input passage by use of a computer to 
highlight text or input text; 

parsing the input passage into elements using a computer 
processor, 

determining user foci based on similarities between the 65 
user information and the elements of the selected text 
input passage; 
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determining a condensation transformation expressed as 

rewrite rules and functions which reduce the selected 
passage by merging, deleting, and changing the ele 
ments of the selected passage; 

determining a reduced passage text note by removing 
information from the passage based on the condensation 
transformation, the user foci, and the user interest infor 
mation; 

and 
determining meaning distortion constraints beyond which 

the reduced passage text condensation is identified as 
being distorted after the condensation transformation is 
applied to the passage. 

42. A computer readable storage medium comprising com 
puter readable program code embodied on the computer read 
able storage medium, the computer readable program code 
usable to program a computer for generating a user-interest 
note comprising the steps of: 

determining a passage by highlighting one or more multi 
word sentences through use of a computer mouse con 
trolled cursor wherein a mouse button is held down as 
the cursor is dragged over a selected passage in order to 
capture the passage; 

determining user interest information by parsing the text of 
the user selected passage to determine alternative mean 
ing structures associated with the passage; 

determining condensation transformations expressed as 
rewrite rules and functions which reduce the selected 
passage by deleting, merging, and/or adjusting the ele 
ment of alternative meaning structures in order to com 
pare user interest information with alternative meaning 
Structures; 

determining meaning distortion constraints beyond which 
the alternative meaning structures are identified as being 
distorted after the condensation transformations are 
applied; and 

applying a condensation transformation based on the deter 
mined passage, and the user interest information to con 
dense facts in the alternative meaning structures to cre 
ate condensed packed meaning structure. 

43. A user-interest note derived by using a computer pro 
cessor to transform a user selected passage of a text into a 
packed meaning structure which is at least one of 

a logical formula in the predicate calculus, 
a minimal recursion semantic structure, 
a head-driven phrase structure, and 
an f-structure; and wherein the user interest note and 
is based on one or more input indicators of user interest and 

includes: 
a condensation transformation expressed as rewrite rules 

and functions which reduce the selected passage by 
merging, deleting, and changing elements of the 
Selected passage; 

a reduced passage text note by removing information from 
the passage based on the condensation transformation, 
the user interest, and user interest information; and 

meaning distortion constraints beyond which the reduced 
passage text condensation is identified as being distorted 
after the condensation transformation is applied to the 
passage, 

wherein the meaning structure for a passage is created 
through the use of a stochastic disambiguation model 
and/or predictive model which assigns higher probabili 
ties to better examples from a training set and assigns 
lower probabilities to less desirable or less appropriate 
examples. 
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44. The note of claim 43, further comprising at least one 
selectable user interface component operable to adjust a dis 
play of a portion of the user-interest note. 

45. The note of claim 44, wherein the displayed portion of 
the user-interest sensitive note is at least one of the passage 
portion and the condensate portion. 

46. The note claim 44, wherein the user selectable interface 
component is at least one of a button, a link and a uniform 
resource locator. 

47. The note of claim 43, wherein the condensate contains 
information from the passage portion. 

48. The note of claim 43, wherein the passage portion is 
displayed in at least one of a window; a dialog box; a pop 
up-box and a status area. 

49. The note of claim 44, wherein the selectable user inter 
face component is responsive to at least one of Voice, touch 
and eye-gaze input. 

50. A method of creating a corrected user-interest note 
comprising the steps of 

determining a user selected text passage by highlighting or 
inputting one or more multi-word sentences; 
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parsing the user selected text into elements using a parsing 

grammar, 
determining user interest information from at least one of 

entered keywords, monitored Internet browsing pat 
terns, user academic information and user professional 
information; 

determining condensation transformations expressed as 
rewrite rules and functions; 

determining non-local references in the passage; 
determining a note based on comparison between the 

determined passage, the user interest information, and 
the condensation transformations; 

determining meaning distortion constraints beyond which 
the note is identified as being distorted after the appli 
cation of at least one condensation transformation; 

identifying dropped words and meaning distortions within 
the note; and 

producing a corrected note based on the text condensation 
and the addition of dropped words and repairing of 
meaning distortions. 
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